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ORIGINAL
Before the

FEDERAL COM:MUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of

Amendment of Section 73.606(b)
Table of Allotments,
Television Broadcast Stations
(Marquette, Michigan)

RMNo

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL
PETITION FOR RULEMAKING

For more than two years, the Commission's comparative hearing process has been

stalled, precluding the resolution of any competing appltcations for new television services. One

piece oflumber in this logjam is the proceeding to license a television station at Channel 19 in

Marquette, Michigan, for which six applicants have applied In order to break this logjam,

Scanlan Television, Inc. ("Scanlan"), the initial applicant for Channel 19, hereby petitions the

Commission to initiate a rulemaking to allot a new channel to Marquette to allow Scanlan to

amend its pending application for Channel 19 I

As discussed more fully below, Scanlan requests that it be granted cut-off

protection for this new channel, consistent with Commission precedent, and would not oppose

similar petitions for additional channel allotments from a.ny of the other applicants for Channel 19.

This proposal would allow Scanlan to provide Marquette. the largest city in Michigan's Upper

Peninsula, with its second commercial television service (also the second non-satellite commercial

As discussed further below, Scanlan proposes that the Conunission, pursuant to its authority in
section 73.606(b) of its Rules, 47 C.P.R 73606), amend the Table of Allotments for television
broadcast stations allot one ofthe following available channels to Marquette: Channels 28, 39, 47,
51,57 or 60.
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service in the whole ofMichigan's Upper Peninsula) while at the same time resolving the

mutually-exclusive applications without favoring anyone applicant

I. BACKGROUND

Both Marquette and the Upper Peninsula are starkly underserved markets suffering

from lack of television service. Marquette, the home to Northern Michigan University with 8,800

students, is a city of 21,977 persons in a county with a population of 70, 100, yet it has only one

commercial television service 2 The Upper Peninsula 1S an area nearly twice the size of the State

ofMaryland, but has been allotted only 12 channels. compared to Maryland's 19~

On January I I, 1996, Scanlan filed an application proposing a full-service

television station for UHF Channel 19 in Marquette '\fo television station has ever operated on

Channel 19; the only construction permit ever issued for a station on that channel was dismissed

in 19944 Despite the lack of interest in Channel 19. after Scanlan's filing, five other competing

applications were filed by the cut-off date of April ') 1996. The six applications for Channel 19

are currently pending before the FCC, which lacks any process for resolving the mutual

exclusivity short of the allotment of new channels for each applicant

II. ALLOTMENT OF ADDITIONAL CHANNELS TO MARQUETTE IS
CONSISTENT WITH COMMISSION PRECEDENT

Scanlan's proposal to allot new channels to Marquette to resolve the mutual

exclusivity created by the five additional applications filed for Channel 19 is in accord, both legally

4

The only commercial television service in Marquette is WLUC-TY. Marquette also receives local
television service from WNMU-TV (a non-commercial station). The only other commercial
service available in Marquette is satellite station WJMN-TV, Escanaba, Michigan, which
retransmits the out-of-state signal ofWFRV-TV Green Bay. Wisconsin.

Table of Allotments. C.F.R. 47 § 73.606

Channel 19 was allotted for commercial use III Marquette more than 26 years ago. A construction
permit was issued to Upper Peninsula Telecasting Corp in 1989. which was dismissed in 1994.
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and factually, with past Commission practice in light of the freeze on the comparative hearing

process. As the Commission has found in the past, the public interest is not served by allowing

applications for new television services to languish while the Commission decides how, when and

whether to reinstate its comparative hearing process

Until late 1993 the Commission resolved mutually-exclusive applications for new

broadcast services by holding comparative hearings While at times laborious and inefficient, the

process eventually resulted in a license being awarded to a single applicant, who would

presumably construct and operate the station as proposed

In 1993, however, the comparative heanng process came to a screeching halt. In

the case Bechtel v. FCC, 5 the US. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit

invalidated the comparative hearing process on the grounds that, in violation of the Administrative

Procedure Act, it had not been promulgated by a notice-and-comment rulemaking. Shortly

thereafter, the FCC stayed all comparative hearings indefinitely 6 The Commission has done

nothing to revive the process since.

The freeze on comparative hearings has not, however, completely precluded the

Commission from resolving mutually-exclusive applications, such as those filed for Channel 19 in

Marquette. Instead of allowing the applications to remain unprocessed, the Commission has

allotted new channels to the community of license, granting cut-off protection to the existing

applicants. The Commission thereby has avoided the comparative hearing process and permitted

the prompt initiation of new services.

6

10 F.3d 875 (D.C Cir 1993).

See Reexamination a/the Policy Statement on Comparative Broadcast Hearings. 9 F.CC Red.
2821 (1994) (Second Notice of Proposed Rulemakmg)
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Last year, the Commission used this method to resolve competing applications for

Channel 18 and expedite competitive television service in Albion, Nebraska.? In 1993, the

Commission allotted Channel 18 to Albion and Channel 8 to Lincoln, Nebraska. s The allotments

were made to allow Citadel Communications Company. Ltd. ("Citadel") to move its existing

station Channel 8 from Albion to Lincoln -- providing Nebraska's capital with only its second

commercial television service -- while replacing the Albion station using Channel 18 9 After the

allotment, Citadel promptly filed its application to construct a station at Channel 18 in Albion. On

the cut-off date, Fant Broadcasting Company of Nebraska, a competitor of Citadel's, filed a

competing application for Channel 18. 10 The Bechtel decision was released soon thereafter, and

the comparative hearing process was suspended, delaving the new services to both Lincoln and

Albion.

More than one year after the competing application was filed, the Mass Media

Bureau recognized that without resolution of the mutual exclusivity, the plans for a second

commercial station in Lincoln might never materialize ,)'ua sponte, the Bureau allotted Channel 24

to Albion and granted Citadel cut-off protection to allow il to amend its Channel 18 application to

specify operation on that channel. 11 The Bureau noted that in the event a new applicant expressed

Amendment o/Section 73.606(b), Table o.fAllotments, Television Broadcast Stations, (Albion,
Nebraska), 10 F.CeRed. 11927 (1995) ("Albion In
Id.

10

II

Id. The Order allotting channel 18 to Albion and changing the community of license of Citadel's
KCAN from Albion to Lincoln conditioned the move of KCAN to Lincoln upon Citadel's promise
to construct a replacement station in Albion fd at [1927-28.

fd.

Id.
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an interest in constructing a station in Albion, it was prepared to allot Channel 40 to

accommodate that interest 12

The full Commission granted Citadel's application for Channel 24, endorsing this

creative resolution of the competing applications l3 The comparative hearing freeze did not

impede the proper result; the Commission found that "the public interest would be served by

permitting Citadel Communications to amend its pending application for Channel 18 ... without

loss of cut-off protection and [to] permit the prompt institution of additional service to

Albion,,14 The Commission found irrelevant the argument that the allotment of a second channel

to Albion made no economic sense. 15

The public interest benefits of this proposal for Marquette are as compelling as

those presented in Albion and Lincoln. A new station will not only increase the diversity of media

voices and viewer choices. but will also provide competition to the only commercial television

station in Marquette Allotting one of the at least six available UHF channels to Marquette will

allow at least one, if not more, stations to serve the heart of the Upper Peninsula. 16

12

13

14

)5

16

Amendment o.fSection 73.606(b), Table ofAlIotments. Television Broadcast Stations, (Albion,
Nebraska), 9 F.C.C. Red. 3I83, n.1 (1995) ("Albion n
Albion II, 10 F.C.C Red at 11927-28

Id

Id., citing Albion I, 9 F.C.C. Red. 3183 (1995) The staff had noted that economics are "not
relevant in either a licensing or allotment context" /d. citing Policies Regarding Detrimental
Elfects ofProposed New Broadcast Stations on FX1sting Stations, 3 F.C.C. Red. 638 (1988)
recon. denied. 4 FCC Red. 2276 (1989)

As was the case in Albion, there are a multitude of channels available for allotment to Marquette.
Specifically, with Channel 19, there are enough channels available for allotment to each of the
applicants for Channel 19 and at least one additional channel should any party or parties without
cut-off protection express interest in a station to servIce the area.
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Like Albion and Lincoln, Marquette currently suffers from an acute lack of

television service, from which no one -- except perhaps WLDe -- benefits. The Commission has

long recognized the public interest advantages of increased competition, which the allotment of

Channel 24 brought to Albion and Lincoln, and which additional allotments would bring to

Marquette and the entire Upper Peninsula. Without competition, advertisers pay higher fees than

necessary, and incentives for diversifYing programming are marginal. The advent of competition

not only expands consumer choice and increases diversity but it also spurs incumbents to improve

their service. The Commission has consistently supported the idea that "right conclusions are

more likely to be gathered out of a multitude of tongues, than through any kind of authoritative

selection," 17 and has therefore made it a priority to provide each community with at least two

television stations. IS This policy has not yet made its wav to the Upper Peninsula ofMichigan.

No interested party will be left out in the cold by Scanlan's proposal. Like in

Albion, the Commission has available enough unallotted channels to provide cut-off protection for

each existing applicant for Channel 19, with at least one unallotted channel remaining for any

other interested party. The attached Technical Statement demonstrates that television stations can

serve Marquette from at least six different UHF channels. four without restricted site locations 19

Scanlan respectfully requests that the Commission allot one of these channels to Marquette -- and

17

IS

19

United States v. Associated Press, 52 F. Supp 362 372 (SO.NY 1943), aird 326 U.S. 1
(1945).

Sixth Report and Order, 41 F.C.C. 148 (1952)

See Technical Statement ofWayne S Reese. dated June 24. 1996, attached hereto as Exhibit 1\.
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it expresses no preference at this time for anyone of those channels -- to allow Scanlan to amend

its application for a new television service in Marquette '.(1

And, as in Albion, the Commission should not be persuaded by any objections to

the economic feasibility of this proposal Scanlan believes that it can construct and operate a

competitive television service in Marquette, and the Commission need look no further. The

economic impact of an allotment upon licensees or prospective applicants is "not relevant in either

the licensing or allotment context.,,21

III. CONCLUSION

Scanlan is committed to constructing and operating a television station in

Marquette immediately. If this petition and Scanlan's amended application for construction are

granted, Scanlan commits to a prompt initiation of television service to Marquette. The public

interest will be served by the immediate commencement of service to Marquette, not by the

logjam that currently exists at Channel 19

Dated: June 25, 1996 Respectfully submitted,

SCANLAN TELEVISION, INC.

By: ~'l/~;c. Boyle

W Alex Voxman
Steven H. Schulman
LATHAM & WATKINS
1001 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20004
(202) 637-2200

20

21

Scanlan does request that the channel alloted be aVaIlable for use at the transmitter site proposed in
its application for Channel 19. Scanlan would not object to a solution that would allow it to
construct and operate a station on Channel 19. conslstent with its pending application.

Alhion 1,9 F.C.C. Rcd. at 3183.
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MP"'. lb. 1'3'35 10: J.E:lRM

05'14-1996 E.H. Hunn Jr. &Assoc.

EXHIBIT A
517 278-7339

CHj 28- (Primary)

~RQUETTE ~I AVAILABLE CMAHNEL STUDY
!ltlTERFERENCE CHECKS YITH NEY MARQUETTE AT N. LAT. 46 33 0 w. LNG. 87 23 36

ZONE =2
~ ~ 5000 K.W. H.A.A.T = 600 M

eli" CALL ZONE TYPE REQUIRED CLEAR BEARiNG DISTANCE LAT. P\lR(!C:W) INT. PRO.
CITY STATE LICENSEE <•• - LNG. MA)( HAAT FII.E tI

14- 1\1)044 2 CAD ·NR 95.7 146.5 198.5 242.16 km 44 29 0 5000.00
HEY LONDON WI WISCONSIN VOICE OF CHRISTI 18.5 150.47 Mi 88 22 30 600.0101
NATIVE TO CH 14, APPLETON. WI

14- YSCO 2 ClI YV 95.7 94.3 204.3 190.04 km 44 59 30 200.00
SURING \,jr NORTHEASTERN 1.11. CHRISTIAN 24.3 118.09 Hi Be 23 55 189.OM

14- DE066 2 CD~ NR 95.7 94.3 204.3 190.04 Icm 44 5930 5000.00
SURING WI UISCONSIN VOICE OF CHRISTI 24.3 , 18.09 Mi 88 23 55 600. OM

14· AD920 2 cAP NR 95.7 146.5 198.5 242.16 km 44 29 0 5000.00
APPLETON WI WISCONSIN VOICE OF CHRISTI 18.5 150.1,7 Mi 88 22 30 600.OH

25+ ADD18 2 CAD NR 31.4 112.5 186.8 143.85 Ian 45 15 54 5000.00
MARINETTE Ul TRI CITY TELEVISION COMPAN 6.8 89.38 Hi 87 36 51 600.OM
RESTR. 18.~M NORTH

28· AL2B 2 CAL V 280.8 -280.8 0.0 0.00 km 46 33 0 5000.00
"ARQUETTE ..,1 180.0 0.00 Hi 87 23 36 600.0M

2SZ A\.060 2 CAL NA 280.8 31.3 184.6 312.11 km 43 4S 3 5000.00
SHEBOYGAN 'oll 4.6 193.94 Hi 8742 52 600.0M

42Z AL063 2 CAL A 95.7 94.6 179.7 190.25 km 44 50 18 5000.00
STURGEON BAY WI 359.7 118.22 Hi B7 22 48 600.0M

A__ .• __ ... k_._ .. . •.. .'.

106.64
RM8049

51.50
BlCT840309lCE

HAMSL .. 447 M

106.64
RM8049

106.64
1UI8049

106.64

106.64*

106.64

106.64
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M;;:rr. 16. 1g'3fl 10: 11RM

05-14·1996 E.H. Hunn Jr. &Assoc. 517 278-7339

INTERFERENCE CHECKS II!T'H NEW

CH'
CrTY

CALL ZONE TYPE
STATE

REQUIRED
LICENSEE

CHit 39Z (Primary)

/lIARQUETTE I'll AVAILA8LE l:I!ANNEL STUDY
MARQUeTTE AT N. LAT. 46 3'3 0

ZONE • 2
PWR ~ 5000 K.Y. H.A.A.T ~ 600 M

CLEAR BEARING DISTANCE LAT.
<... LNG.

W. LNG. 87 23 36

P\oIR(ICIJ) UIT. PRO.

MA~ HAAT FILE #
_.~~_~ ••• __ • ~~ __ • • ~_~ ~ ._._. ~. __ ~ • • • - r ._. _

24+ AL246 2 CAl. A '119.9 93.5 267.2 213.38 kfII 46 21 19 5000.00 106.64
IRONlolOOO HI 87.2 132.59 Hi 90 10 11 600.0'"'

25+ Ma1S 2 CAD NR 95.7 48.2 186.8 143.85 Icm 45 15 54 5000.00 106.64
MARINETTE WI TRI CITY TELEVISION C~PAN 6.5 89.38 Mi 87 36 51 600.0M
RESTR. 18.6KM NORTH

32- Al35B 2 EAl. A 95.7 138.4 91.4 234.01 kill 46 29 58 5000.00 106.64
SAULT STE. MARIE !III 271 .4 145.44 Hi 84 20 37 600.01'1

342 AP939 Z CAP DYV 31.4 135.B 239.0 167.20 km 45 46 30 2000.00 78.01
EAGLE RIVER WI NORTHWOODS EDUC1l TElEVISI 59.0 103.89 Hi 89 14 55 333.0M BPCT950912JCf

1>11.;> ODD9509'ZOlE iil 0 HAMSL " 826 M

342 AL938 2 CAL NA 31.4 127.8 243.8 159.24 km 4S 55 0 5000.00 1015.64
EAGLE RIVER UI EAGLE RIVER TELEVISION COM 63.8 98.95 Ml 89 14 42 600.OM
TIVE 07-25-94

38- AL273 2 CAl. A B7.7 147.1 90.9 234.79 km 46 31 0 5000.00 106.64
SAULT STE MAR IE ON 270.9 145.89 "'1 84 20 0 600.01ll

392 AL39 2 CAL V 280.8 -Z80.8 0.0 0.00 km 46 33 0 5000.00 106.64-
MARQUETTE MI 180.0 0.00 Hi 67 23 36 600.0111
Ref F(50-50) 0 dBu. a km; Al39 F(50-50) 64 d8u= 0 km

39- AL020 2 CAL A 280,8 21.7 225.8 302.52 kill 4439 9 5000.00 106.64
MARSIlFIELD 1.11 45.8 187.98 Mi 90 10 24 600. OM

~6Z AD919 2 CAD NR 95.7 111.4 221.2 207.10 km 4S 8 54 5000.00 106.64
ANHGO 1.11 NATIVE AMERICAN TEl.EVISION 41.2 128.69 Mi 89 9 0 600.0M RM676Z

S4+ AL275 2 CAL A 119.9 114.9 90.9 234.79 km 46 31 0 5000.00 '06.64
SAULT sre MARIE ON 270.9 145.89 Jill 84 20 0 600.OM

--------_._ ... __ . __ ._-----~

~d. ___ • ________ • ___ .~.

---------_._~-----_._----.--._ ..-._---"----.----
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~,_..~.•..

MPY.lb.1'3'3b 10:11RI'"

1)5· '14·1996

"'1'1

e.H. ~unn Jr. &Assoc. 517 218·7339

INTERFERENCE CHECKS WITH NEW W. LNG. 87 23 36

CM#
CITY

CALL ZONE TYPE
STATE

REQUIRED
L.ICENSEE

CHI 51! (Primery)
MA~QueTTE "I AVAILABLE CHAMNEL STUDY

MARQUETTE AT N.!.AT. 46 33 0
ZONE'" 2

PWR : 5000 K.W. H.A.A.T. 600 ~

CLEAR BEARING DISTANCE LAT.
<... LNG.

PWR(KW)
MAX HAAT

n.JT.
fiLE #

PRO.

36... IJLEHV 2 ECP YV 119.9 112.2 253.2 232.13 kl11 45 5643 1050.00 80.42

PA~" FALLS loll STATE Of WISC• . EDUC'L. C 73.2 144.24 Ml 90 16 28 445.DM BPET920Z21KE
HAMSL := 920 III

36+ IILEFTV 2 ELI YV 119.9 112.2 253.2 232.13 km 45 S6 43 741.00 77.63
PARK FALLS WI STATE OF \JISC. - EDUCIL. C 73.2 144.24 Mi 90 16 28 448. OM BLET433

HAMSL =920 ~

44+ AL96' 2 CAL A 95.7 135.7 192.0 231.37 kill 44 3D 48 5000.00 106.64
GREEN BAY \0/1 12.0 143.77 Mi 88 a 24 600. OM
TlVE 8-6-84

442 AL274 2 CAL A 95.7 139.1 90.9 234.79 km 46 31 0 5000.00 106.64
SAULT STe MARIE ON 270.9 145.89 i'li 81. 20 0 600. OM

512 ALS1 2 CAL V 2tlO.8 -Z80.6 0.0 0.00 I<m 46 33 0 5000.00 106.64-
MARQUliiTTE HI 180.0 0.00 Hi BT 23 36 600.0M
Ref F(SO-SO) 0 dBu- a km; ALS1 F(50·S0) 64 dBu"- 0 km

~ .._.~_ .... ~_._-----_.. _----._-------_._._-_._----~-- - ... ," .. "......... '..
--~-~------_.-.~----------_._-~---_.-_._------~
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MPY. lc. 1'3'36 1[1; HRM

05-14·1996

rvJI11"

E.". Hunn Jr. &Assoc. 517 278-7339

INTERFERENCE CHECKS WITH NEW ~. LNG. 87 23 36

CHI"

tIn
CALL ZONE TYPE

STATE
REQU1REO
LICENSEE

CHI S7Z (Primary)
MARQUETTE HI AVAILABLE CMANWEL STUDY

MARQUETTE AT N. LAT. 46 33 0
ZONE" 2

~ ~ 5000 K.W. H.A.A.T = 600 M
CLEAR BEARING OISTANCE LAT.

<- LNG.
PW1HKW)

"lAX IlAAT

INT.
FILE #

PRO.

42Z AL063 2 CAL A 119.9 70.3 179.7 190.25 kllI 44 50 18 SOOO.OO 106.64
STURGEON BAY WI 359.7 118.22 Ml 87 22 48 600. OM

50+ A1-047 2 EA1- A 95.7 199.5 197.8 295.16 Ian 44 1 18 5000.00 106.64
OSHKOSH \.II 17.8 183.40 Hi 88 32 42 600.0"
TIVE 5-01-85.

552 AD097 2 CI\O NR 31.4 193.8 221.5 225.21 km 45 1 56 5000.00 106.64
WITTENBERG WI SHAWANN COUNTY TELEVISION 41.5 139.94 Mi 89 1844 600. OM RMS761
RESTR. 25.8~ Nw

572 ALS7 2 CAL v 280.8 -Z80.8 0.0 0.00 km 4633 0 5000.00 106.64*
MARQUETTE I'll 180.0 0.00 Mi 87 Z3 36 600.0'"
Ref F(SO-SO) 0 dBu~ 0 Ian; AL57 F(SO-50) 64 dBlJ'" 0 lcm

_._--~ ..._-._-.. _~---_.~._-_.-.---------------------" .. _._~----------_._---------------.--------._----.----

MAY 16 '96 10:18
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MR'r. 15. 1'3'36 10: HRM tv11, !

05-14-'1996 E.H. MUI'lI'I Jr. 8. ASSOC. 517 278-7339

PRO.INT.
FILE 'II

W. LNG. 87 51 15

PWRCICW)
MAX MAAT

Zt»IE TYPE
STATE

CH# 47 (Primary)
MARQUETTE HI ALTERNATE CHANNELS SCANLAN SITE

INTERFERENCE CHECKS WITH NEW MARQUETTE AT N. LAT. 46 21 10
ZONE" 2

PWR: 5000 K.w. H.A.".T: 600 M
REQUIRED CLEAR BEARING DISTANCE LAT.
LICENSEE <... LNG.

CAllCMiI
CHY

39Z "l39 2 CIIl V 31.4 10.2 58.2 41.64 km 46 33 0 5000.00 106.64
MARQUETTE HI 238.2 25.87 Illi 87 23 36 600.0M

46Z AI>919 2 CAD NR 87.7 79.9 217.0 167.60 km 45 8 54 5000.00 106.64
ANTIGO WI NATIVE AME~lCAN TELEVISION 37.0 '04.14 Mi 89 9 0 600.0'" R~762

51Z AL51 2 CAL V 31.4 10.2 58.2 41.64 Icn1 46 33 a 5000.00 106.64
MARQUETTE I'll 238.2 25.87 Hi 87 23 36 600.0M
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05-16-1996 E.H. MY"" Jr. &A~soc. 517 278-7339

PRO.INT.
FILE '#

W. LNG. 87 51 15

PI.IRC!<IJ)
MAl( HAAT

ZONE TYPE
STATE

CHI 60 (Primary)
MARQUETTE ~I ALTERNATE CHANNElS SCANLAN SITE

INTERFERENCE CI-\ECl(S 1011"\1 HEY MARQUETTE AT N, LAT. 46 21 10
ZONE =2

PWR =5000 K.W. H.A.A.T Q 600 M
REQUIRED CLEAR BEARING DISTANCE LAT.
LICENSEE <... LillO.

CALLCH#
CITY
__ ~ __ ~_~.~~ •• ___ • ____ • __ • __ ._ ••• ___ w __________ ........ _.. _~"" .. _"' ... ~

-.-~----~------_. __ ."'-_ ... _-~--- .... _------_._-."' ....

45- WGKU 2 CLl NV 119.9 155.0 118.6 274.88 km 45 10 12 70.80 51.18
VANDERBILT 1011 GRK PRODUCTIONS JOINT VENT 298.6 170.80 /IIi 64 45 4 290.0/11 8LCT921005KE

HA/'ISL =617 /II

45- WGICU 2 CAP NV 119.9 155.0 11S.6 27t..68 km 45 10 12 155.00 58.28
VANDERBILT HI GRK PRODUCTIONS JOINT VENT 298.6 170.80 Mi 84 45 4 324.0101 BPCT960130KE

HAMSL =: 651 M

46Z AD919 2 CAD NR 95.7 71.9 217.0 167.60 Icm 45 B 54 5000.00 106.64
ANTIGO IJI NATIVE AMERICAN TELEVISION 37.0 104.14 /IIi 89 9 0 600.01' RJlolS762

55Z AD097 2 CAll NR 31.4 154.2 217.7 185.58 f<:m 45 1 56 5000.00 106.64
WITTENBERG WI SHAYANN COUNTY TELEVISION 37.7 '15.31 JIll 89 18 44 600.OM RM8761
RESTR. 25.8KM NW

sn ALS7 2 CAL 1/ 31.4 10.2 58.2 41.64 km 46 33 0 5QOO.00 106.64
MARQUETTE HI 238.2 25.87 Hi 87 23 36 600,OM

-~-~_ .._.. ~--.--._-_._--------.-~--~--.-_.---_.~----~-_.-- -~.~-_._--~-_._~~-------------------------
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JUN.24.1996 3:23PM MUNN & ASSOCIATES

DISCUSSION

NO. 9.32

This firm was retained by Scanlan Television, Inc., to
determine if additional UHF-TV channels are available for
allocation in the vicinity of Marquette, Michigan. Channel 19 is
listed in the Table of Allotments for use at Marquette. It has
been determined that, from the Marquette reference point at NL
46°33'00"; WL 87 9 23'36", there are at least four (4) additional,
non-conflicting channels which meet the spacing requirements of
the Rules. Those channels are 28, 39, 51, and 57. Tabulations
of the spacings for each channel is included in this report.

At the site applied for by Scanlan Television, Inc.,
southwest of Marquette at NL 46°21'10"; WL 87°51'15", the
following two (2) additional channels could also be added, on a
non-conflicting basis, with the channels listed above, located at
the city reference point. They are channels 47 and 60. The
tabulation of the spacings for these two channels have references
to sorne of the channelS proposed at the Marquette reference
point.

Therefore, at least six (6) UHF channels could be added to
the Table of Allotments in the area of M~rquette, MI.

CERTIFICATION

I hereby certify, under penalty of perjury, that the
information contained in this report was prepared by properly
trained electronics engineers under the direction of the
undersigned and that the contents are true and accurate to the
best of my knOWledge and belief.

June 24, 1996

E. Harold Munn, Jr. & Associates, Inc.
P. O. Box 220 100 Airport Road
Coldwater, Michigan 49036

Phone: (517) 278-7339
Fax: (517) 278-6973


